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3Tf%R^ 

M 14 fwsrc, 2004 

^3n?r 

(Iisairaf^ wft^) 

WIFI, aftr % -*1^ % arw ^ Pi*rfRid 

^9^ % anqrtff ■«R ^ ^ ■^^rra i 

' 15/16/2004-H€l—1995 -^TSiroTtfel 1975 ^ 

(■qrfer -w^, ^■ 91 : ^ ^qr ^ l^qfiTir) 1995 (f^ 

fWTiq^ w W t) ■# ^TTT P, fHfe 'RTfq^ % 11^, ^STNH, (f^ 

%ip%37qqT'q^-^r44Rld ^ ^Sc^fl^' (f^ 

w "w t) % aiFTRff fTTqqrcqq? ^ 19 2002 

•srfq^^Hi u 24/i/200i-'3Mh^%^a^ir^37^-3!mqftqmaTf«Rjf^i^^i 

^ <j\^ 5 few?, 2002 ^ 3TfejtRT 134/2002 ^ 3TpT? 

^TR? Pi^-cji||cH<l7 cRTRTT "WT Sfl | 

2 . ^ 

femt ^ cT?cr ITlfefet IRT -fecR MIcIH’M ^ ^ 

■tR ffejT uTW t afR" pfe?> sfw ^^jEprr ^ sttctr r? ^ 

^ ^Tcf ^ WcTT 'l’, fe ?T?cRR ^ y wR ^ 

srfeRrDT ^ ?^^lk^ ferr cRi sflf^RI t i 

^q^cKI ;[TWR ^ ^ "gR ^ ^nfefet ^ fe? tfe?t 1%W^ ^a'cRR ^ RF?fai 

ailq^^cb TTI g5t 5RP TO7RR<TO ^ c^ 3tTElK^ tr ^ ^ ^ 

fcP f^mWTcfT tTTS^tM ^ ^ ^ ww w ^ 


2^\H Gl/2004 


( 1 ) 
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^ rRcR^R ^ ^ #ft ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^^RRT ^ I 

v^M^cki RTRHTPfr ^ 3^3^ ^ ^ XTcp p^ijidcb ^TFTR: ^0 ^^^M)RH'lcK^ 

^ RRcif3d MRR^f^4t c^ srf^Rtf^ Mied'iW R^zncff^ ^ 

srj^gT t i 

3. ^arrc^smiR 

3TT^ RR t 1% TI^ ^ ^ qR^ ' cfH f3TT t 

eTPJ medM ^ RR?RT 3TTRWR t I f^ldch ^ 3F^ ^ 

^■nsT-^sj ^ ^ ttrr R^^rfMcRT ^ P i Rlf^d ^ ^ 

RmtR rW RTteR^ ^ 1%q^RR 

^ f^zrr W 1^ RR RfR ^ 3TmTcf ^ cfRR>t 3Tf^ t I Sm: 
3TT^^ Ri7 Wr t ^ RT^M ^ tR^ ^cRTW ^ ^ 

3{r?m R^ t ! 

4. RTTR ^3Tm 

Ripj ^RT^ R^ ^arr ^ 3rr^.irrr ^ ^ qRciRid rRP^RirI rr 

|R 3ntRR^ ^ RT^R TfRR^kRR^ ’vSTTR R^ Pff^kl Rrf^TRR^ RR RF RTRRT t 

RtrRTR^ ^ Rm 23 ^ W2| uf^ tRq^ (^R^flRR) arRlRTRR R^ RRT 

9R?(5) ^ TORHf R^ 3?^;^, MRdRd RRf^rfM ^ RtRRN viM^Rd 3TRl^j^x|di ^ 3T5^ 
cTRTR RR MlddM R^t R^RTRf^ RR^taR RRfRT vjfzIR # | 

19 3TR^, 2002 R^ 3#^JRRT R. 24/1/2001 ^ RfRt 3i1cfR RffR 

MRuj|4j zjfl' d41aTT RjR^ RR f^P^R c^ RTRTcT RlftlRR^ RdRgRI PlijHI^'dK R? 

Rjftan R^ R^ ^^^STTcf RR?^ f RR[ RTRR R^ RRTRT R^ cfe ^2jMtR RRRR, 
RRITgT 3ftR 3TR%fR c^ ^ ^ 3TRRT R^ ^ I^RlffcTR ^ R^ ^ 

RRTT^ c^ 3TTRT^ RR Pl^^d'^ ePTTRT RTHT 3TTR?RRo t 1 RRT ^eR^ R^ RTRTRT R^ RT 

RR^Rl^R^R^R^RT^M^ail^c^Rnil ^RT^RR^t^RR^^R^tSTT^ 1 


5. f^RTRT#R WnR 

Rfm RR Rc?RFT R^an ^ Rrrl^cT rrttr Pinf^R^d r^ Ricft t^r^r 
RfecRT, 3ftT f - 




[^1—1] 
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33cqT^ ^ 3TT^ 5RR^ ^ # 3T8T^ ^ 

^ ^ ^cqr^ C^ W 4 clfife ^ ^ #rTT^^ 

3Tf^tf^. 1975 ^ 3TEZTRI 72 ^ 7219.31, 7219.32, 7219.33, 

7219.34, 7219.35 ^ 7219.90 ^ ^ cpff^ W t 1 ^ 

^ ?r2TT ^ cFjpf ^ xf^ r^'rfl STcf^ ^ 4T^c|7T^ ^ I 

6. JKfl^ 

^ l[Rr ^ PidRd ^ 1^ w ^ ^ ^ cTTOr 

XiTT^ W vifFTT STITOT^ t, ^ ^ FOTT '^H 33^ M’Rcufd WT t, ^ ^ 

^ BrqT 3j[mT t ^ W ^ ^ viTT^ ^ 3OTT ^ ^ 'H'^ldHI t I 

(i) "fTfftfiffT 19 3f^^, 2002 ^ 3Tflrq;cRT 24/1/2001-# ^ 3? ^it ^ 

^-^Tlfirc^ WW I 

(ii) '^m ^ 5RftyRT^ ^ ^ 3Tg^r 1 3?^,* 2003 ^ 31 W^. 2004 t- I 

^ ^ f^^eiw ^ f^ ^ vJftxT ^r ^ 2000-2001 ^ vSrm -q^ 

^ cf^ ^ ^mRIcI [^-MI 3jTT3J7TT 1 

(iii) ^ WcT 4 ^ vsrrm^, cp^n^ ?T2 tt i? f I 

(iv) Rrwqr^ ^ 6,7,8,9,10,11,16,17,18,19 W 20 ^ Miq^TIH 

3TRq^ 3fi%T ^ I 

6.1 ^(^5R5cTcB^ 

3ff4^ ^ Piqjdchl, ^ ^dicH'dl' ^ ^ 'Hx!4>w'i, W 

3TPTTcT^ 3lk 33tT^frqp^T[3ft cl^ 3TOT ^ vSH ^ t ft’ ^ ^ftftcT 

ftg^Rcf otpt ^r aikRralftd ^ ^ cj^afR^rq^ ft^ ^ RnftiRdd ^ 3mcr cf?^ ; 

ftftfcd qrftq’T^, medM ^ crrftr^ 3 ^ 33 ^ w-^rm. 

qrftr^ ftwr, wr, ^ ft^-i 10011 91-11-23014418 

3T^ ^ l^dfil*^ qr^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 'dH'Miqft ^ ^»ttcR ftgfRcT ^ 3fR PltrfRd 
^ vjTTW ^ 3T^^ c{5^ t 1 3:1ft ^ m€l yiftq?!^ ft ftft ftqftq ft^ 

qRft t ft 33^^ 3 rftftft ■^nq^R q^ ftnn ^stfit ^ftfer t ftft ^ ^ 

3 eft ftd^‘4 qiftrft sfRi qtr^ ^ 1 
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^ ?t2jt >^hcii4 ^ ^ 3i^[%ei 

^ 3Tfer^J£ETT ^ i^chlf^ld ^ ^ r\\Sii ( 40 ) fM ^ 

^ rn\^ \ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t ^remr 

^^JrPfT 3TJot f- ^ PlRtc mf^TcPT^ vTT^^ Pi<441 ^ 4 vSMd^ ^ 3TT?Jl 

3Tpr mRuih ^ f I 


6.3 >Hi4\Jif^cb ^ RRtam 


Pm 6 ( 7 ) ^ 3FpT7 ^ 4t flcl^ TTS ^ R 4 l 4 dPch ^ PRtOT ^ Tmft t 
PttP 3f^ flci^csi mi[$4i gRT mPm^ ^ mar ttt^ ^ sFTt^riPi 3m 7^ m 

f I ^ ^ f%cr^ ^ 3TTcmcf5 ^ m cir^ t ^ ^|xrt wi ^ 4Pr ^ 

amr^T ^ ciRi^t t ^ m 4 3 triPi^ ctm t Pr ;nPm^ 3 ft 4 mr 

?rs4t ^ 3TTETR W 3Fpr ^ ^PrFT ^ ^ t TR^ ^ ^fstrpRT R-ii4)| R^1 ' 

f I 

•3tN^ f¥^ 


MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORAIE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 14Ui September, 2004 

INITIATION 
(Mid-term Review) 


Subject: Initiation of Mid-term Review of anti-dumping duty imposed on imports 

of Cold Rolled Flat Products of Stainless Steel originating in or exported from 
European Union, Japan, Canada and USA. 


No. 15/16/2004-DGAD - Whereas having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as 
amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti- 
Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 (herein 
after referred to as the Rules), vide Notification Number No. 24/1/2001- DGAD dated 19^ 
October 2002, the Designated Authority (herein after referred to as the Authority) notified 
its final findings recommending definitive antidumping duty on import of Cold Rolled Flat 
Products of Stainless Steel (hereinafter referred to as subject goods) originating in or 
exported from the European Union, Japan, Canada and USA. (hereinafter referred to as 
subject countries). 


1s I g e 
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AND WHEREAS definitive antidumping duty was imposed on the subject goods 
vide Customs Notification No. 134/2002-Customs dated 5^ December 2002, 

2. Request for Review 

Whereas the Rules require the Authority to review from time to time, the need for 
continued imposition of Anti Dumping Duty and if it is satisfied, on the basis of positive 
information received by it that there is no justification for continued imposition of such duty, 
the Authority may recommend to the central government for its withdrawal. 

Notwithstanding the above provision the Authority is required to review, on the basis 
of positive information submitted by any interested party substantiating the need for a 
review, provided that a reasonable period of time has elapsed since the imposition of the 
definitive antidumping duty, whether continued imposition of the duty is necessary to offset 
dumping, whether the injury would be likely to continue or recur if the duty were removed 
or varied, or both. 

In terms of the above provision one of the exporters from the European Union i.e. 
M/s Acerinox S.A, Spain, has filed a request, through the European Commission, for a 
changed circumstances mid-term review of the antidumping duty in force. 

3. > Grounds for Review 

The applicant claims that the conditions of both, dumping and injury have changed 
substantially requiring a review of the antidumping measure in force. The exporter has inter 
alia claimed that their export prices to India are above the minimum non-injurious price 
levels established by the Designated Authority for the two series exported by Acerinox. It 
has also been claimed that the landed value currently lies well above the minimum import 
price. Therefore, the applicant claims tl^t exports of Acerinox are not likely to cause injury 
to the Indian domestic producer. 

4. Initiation 

Having regards to the positive information provided by the applicant indicating 
changed circumstances necessitating a review of the measure in force, the Desi^ated 
Authority now considers that a mid-term review of the Anti Dumping Duty is appropriate in 
view of the changed circumstances, in terms of the provision of Section 9A (5) of Customs 
Tariff (Amendment) Act 1995 read with Rule 23 supra. 

Having decided to review the final findings notified vide Notification No. 24/1/2001- DGAD 
dated 19^ October 2002, the Authority hereby initiates the investigations in terms of the 
Rules, to review whether continued imposition of the duty on imports of Cold Rolled Flat 
Products of Stainless Steel originating in or exported from the European Union, Japan, 
Canada and USA, is necessary, to offset dumping, whether the injury would be likely to 
continue or recur if the duty were removed or varied, or both. 

5. Product under Consideration 

The product involved in the original investigation and the current review is Stainless Steel 
Coils, Sheets and Plates of the following description:- 
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“Cold rolled Flat Products of stainless steel, of a width of 600inm or more, whether further 
processed or not of all grades/series.” 

The subject goods described as Cold rolled Flat Products of stainless steel, are classified 
under Customs sub-heading nos. 7219.31, 7219.32, 7219.33, 7219.34, 7219.35 and 7219.90 
of Chapter 72 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. The classification is however indicative only 
and in no way binding on the scope of the present investigations. 

6. Procedure 

The investigation will determine whether continued imposition of the duty is necessary to 
offset dumping, whether the injury is likely to continue or recur if the duty were removed or 
varied, or both. 

The review will cover all aspects of Notification No. No. 24/1/2001- DGAD 
dated 19* October 2002. 

The period of investigation for the purpose of this review will be 1^ April 
2003 to 31^* March 2004. However, the examination of trends relevant for 
the analysis of injury shall cover the years from 2000-2001 to the period of 
investigation. 

The countries involved in this investigation are the European Union, Japan, 
Canada and USA. 

The provisions of Rules 6,7,8,9,10,11,16,17,18,19 and 20 of the Rule supra 
shall be mutatis mutandis applicable in this review. 

Submission of Information: 

The exporters in the subject countries/territory, their governments through their 
embassies in India, the importers and users in India known to be concerned and the domestic 
industry are being addressed separately to submit relevant information in the form and 
manner prescribed and to make their views known to the: 

The Designated Authority 

Directorate General of Anti-Dumping and Allied Duties 

Ministry of Commerce and Industry. 

Department of Commerce 
Udyog Bhavan 
New Delhi-110011. 

Fax:91-11-23014418 

Any other interested party may also make its submissions relevant to the 
investigation in the prescribed form and manner within the time limit set out below. Any 
party making confidential submissions before the Authority is required to file a non- 
confidential version of the same, for placing the same in the public folder for inspection by 
all other interested parties to the investigation. 


(i) 

(ii) 

(iii) 

(iv) 

6,1 



6.2 Time Limit 


Any information relating to the present review and any request for hearing should be 
sent in writing so as to reach the Authority at the address mentioned above not later than 
forty days (40 Days) from the date of publication of this review notification. If no 
information is received within the prescribed time limit or the information received is 
incomplete, the Designated Authority may record its findings on the basis of the facts 
available on record in accordance with the Rules supra. 


6.3 Inspection of Public File: 

t 

In terms of Rules 6(7), any interested party may inspect the public file containing 
non-confidential version of the submissions made by other interested parties before the 
Authority. In case an interested party refuses access to, or otherwise does not provide 
necessary information within a reasonable period, or significantly impedes the investigation, 
the Authority may record its findings on the basis of the facts available to it and make such 
recommendations to the Central Government as deemed fit. 

ABHIJIT SENGUPTA, Designated Authority 
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